FRENCH  POLITICAL  THOUGHT
the Ultras made themselves ridiculous, as well as ^ crippling
their efforts, by neglecting the principle of legitimism on
which their own existence depended; in the same way the
Liberals were to be driven from power by their failure to
realize that having come into power in virtue of that quasi-
revolutionary principle that the people had the right to change
their government, they must make some allowance for this in
their tenure of power and could not either ignore or treat as
blasphemous their very raison d'etre. "France," wrote Guizot
after his fall, " wanted a non-revolutionary revolution, capable
of giving together order and liberty."x His failure to realize
the contradiction involved, and the impossibility of a govern-
ment born of a revolution to oppose to'revolutionary tendencies
any fundamental principle capable of checking them, lay at the
root of his ultimate failure.
But, as Tchernov rightly observes,2 early nineteenth-century
governments were perpetually trying to establish a difference
between " normal " times, in which laws and constitutions
could have free play, and " exceptional " periods, in which free-
dom must be suspended on the plea of its being jeopardized
by some outside danger or some abuse within, thus estab-
lishing tyranny in the name of the very liberty they were
supposed to defend—a confusion and a fallacy which we find
running throughout French political thought. The same in-
ability frankly to accept or reject a principle is to be found in
the application of this same question of popular sovereignty
to the problem of parliamentary majorities. Does power belong
to the majority in Parliament? Guizot asks in Du Gouvernement
representatif—there to answer No, for to answer Yes would be
to maintain the sovereignty of the people. But in Du Gouverne-
ment de la France he declares that " to deny to Parliament
a decisive influence over the formation of cabinets, or to
expect cabinets to be strong without the support of Parliament,
is to deny Representative Government." Mental confusion or
opportunism, which ? We find the same confusion of thought
with regard to the Monarchy. When speaking of the English
1	Trots Generations, p. 182.
2	Le Parti rlpublicain sous la Monarchic dejnillet, p. 21,
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